Yale and Vixen and a well-laden collier,
was, by Commodore Schley's direction,
turned about and headed for the home
port of Key Weat, more than seven hundred
miles distant, and this when within twenty-
two miles of the port of Santiago, where {t
had been ortlered to proceed with all de.
spatoh, and where the enemy's ships were
roported to be and actually were.

The second, “disobedience of orders,*
was that Commodere Schley, overtaken in
his retpograde movement by an order
from the Becretary of the Navy, deliberately
‘ i that order; this
with t to an important movement
and in time of war.

The -third, “inaccurate and misleading
ofMicial reports,”was that the reason officially
given ﬁymlohlm.{’or such retro-

o w and bedience of

N ., that the Flying Bquadron
qun not true,

m ure to destroy vessels

Y R St

, %m«g'mﬁ' been

mw seek and dm{oy. lay within

the Flyin on, and no
endpavor, or no .u&clgn;:gnde‘vor, was

y them. &
, the matter of injustice to a
involves a point of honor.
gly the above-named features,

the most important,
important matters,
the court made inquiry, the
conduct of Admiral Schley was condemned
.3 tribunal. Ad-

r Admirals Benham

in their findings and
of these several points,
iflcant

roceed-
of time
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reach
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lcant and his counsel, ignoring
grave matters, now a to
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all
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“.n‘(;:lfm :l‘ud at Santiago
members of the court differed in

thair . respecting theee , which
are %\. of minor 06 as
the ve matters above

oot r whioch was not, and in
the the testimony could not have
any difference of o] a the O&n:‘t
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has been heretofore shown (Recrd, p-g
1.489). It is necessary her> mw.y

quote the follo from the testiraony
cl:! Schley (Record, page
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.h"l"h Jﬁ,ﬁﬁmﬂu-m you want to
contradict jt?

r. Ruyner—No: we want to prove that
she went : s

The President—We do not want that We
have ruled that out. e ¢+ We have
kept the New York out of it

Upon the Record, pages 1,842-3, appears
a communieation from counsel for Admiral
Blmrmn containing the following state-
ment:

As counsel for the applicant Ignored at
1“2” the Court's rulings and spread upon
the records arguments reflecting upon Ad-
miral fampson, we, as his counsel, three
separate times, appealed to the Court asking
for protection or for permission to appear
and defend Admiral Sampson's rights  Fuch
time our request was denied and we were
assured th AdlllrnJ Sampson was not in-
volved, and finally Admiral Dewey, acknowl-

1|n¢ the receipt of one of our letters in
which we had appealed to him on the groun
of this very question as to who commanded
at Santiago, said: “1 have to state that
while the Fncopt convening this court gives
it muthority to permit any person whom it
may rogard as concerned in the investiga-

to e « ¢ the Court con=

present,
siders that Admiral Sampson is not an -
terested party; * * * apd you are fur-
ther informed that if circumstances arise
whfch in the opinion ef the Court render it
necessary for Admiral Sampson to be repre-
sented, due nolice will be sent Aim.

Weo admit that the precept as drawn
by the ment was broad enough 1o
have tted the court to go into this
question; but the court did not deem it
necessary or proper to do so.

GOVERNMENT OFFERED TO TAKE IT UP.

In argument before the court from time
to time as these questions arose we ex-
pressed ourselves as ready and williug to

into them if the court deemed it proper.

‘or example, rd, page 187, we said in
argument:

One further word as to a suggestion just
mado, a8 to the intention to show that Ad-
miral Sampson was not 3: this battle. I
wish to say we do not understand that the
question whether Admiral Bampson was or
was not in the battle o stnu.go is before

u{ he happy to in-

the court. If it is, we
vestigate it. * * ¢ Untll the case takos
that attitude it Is improper to spread

PO

¢ records arguments and questions l"‘n(‘

proceed upon the theory that he is in the
onse

Again, on page 490 of the Record, wo said:
1f it is the desire of the court to go into
these things, it would, of course, be proper
that we gx.oul also go into them.

It would
t onl roper, but it would be necessary.
?? matter uplnafo&nood here which raﬁoc{o

upon any other officer, then of course, his
entire w«duot must be brought into questibn.
e ¢ ¢ We are thoroughly prepared to ;ﬁo
into uxy iscussion o‘ them, smvl ed the
cotirt deaires to so enlarge and extend the

scope of this inquiry.

Ros ng the attitude of the court,
we did not, in Admiral Sampson's behalf,
introduce any testimony on the subjeot,
We nare, therefore, as unprepared and

q to present this question from
& standpoint of Admiral Sampson as
the court would have been to deal with
it had it undertaken to do so, because we
do not know, and no man can say what
Admiral Sampson and his attorneys might
have established if they had been heard
b‘:efon the court and had adduced evidence
there.

WHAT SAMPSON'S CASE WOULD HAVE BEEN.

Presumably they would have shown,
or undertaken to show, that the night
blockade before Stminfo so assiduousi
maintained by Admiral S8ampson, which
blockade consisted of an outer crescent
line of ﬂ(hﬂn(\:ln'p-. an inner picket line
of lighter vesscls, and a close inshore patrol
of steam launches, with a battleship, re-
lieved every two hours, stationed directly
before the harbor entrance, the search-
llghu uninlerrunledly directed upon the
channel; that this night blockade was of
such & character as to make it impossible
in Admiral Cervera's own opinion, for
him to leave the harbor at night; that as
the Spanish ﬂ\l?l could not come out at
night they were forced to face an admirably

superior foroe bruda{. which
meant destruction; that the battle,
by these judicious prolfminary disposi
tions, was prectically won before it was
begun; and that cn&t is accordingly due
to the Commander-in-Chief for that

The importance of a blockade so of-
fective as to prevent a night sortie on the
part of Cervera and ita bearings upon the
result of the battle are ably shown in
the following extract from a “Note on
Cervera's Strategy,” by Capt. Clark of
the O (The f‘nhr' Maparine, May
1809, p. 108):

"l? my judgment that Admiral Cervera
should Lave preferred night to da
time for the sortie, notwithstanding the
searchlight wateh so rigidly maintaioed at
t‘ho trance. * * * e could unot then
ave o in upon him without great dunger
0 ourselves e firing would have had to
done virtually in the dark, for the search-
\ghts (even supposing that others thian the
one regularly in yse had been turned on)
would soon have become ineffective on we-
count of the smoke and from the shatterin
orce of the T‘u&- which Tymmm_\ woul
ave extinguis them he direction of
the enemy could thus have been masked,
and as each of our captains would have been
copcerned with the risk of his ship being
ammed or torpedoed, owr onslught would
ve Aad u far difevent vesull than Wt actually

Aad when full daylight crobled erery come
mander (o sce what nﬁ the others (as well v
the sneniy) weie doing. and eractly, what
wian fo be done

Counsel for Sempson maght, further-
mote. have oleir that the orders of

battle presoribed from time to thine during
the month of June by him (Reoord page 9!,
June ¥ p:z- wis, June ¢ o 44, June &
and page 668, June 15) making it the duty of
the American flaet i the enemy showld (ry
to e, 1o “olose s m.ga? B8 ROOL AN
possbile . amil ondeavor to sluk his vessels
or furce them Lo run ashore in the ohannal,”
wore the orders of hattle upon whioh the
Captaios of the Amerioan foet acied o
July 3 and were in o respeot  socifed
by any « e or sigihuls Inade
( ommodore Bobley during he Hght
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ORDERS ISSUED BY SAMPSON DURING THE
BATTLE.

Incidentally it appears that during the

progress of the battle Adml Sampson

ave orders to the vessels of the American

et affecting their movements, notably
sending the Indiana back to guard the
entrance of the harbor and prevent any
remaining nish gunboats from taki

advantage of the absence of our fightin

ships to the injury of unprotected trans-

porta.

The battle of Santiago naturally divides
itself into three parts: First, the closing~
up movement and destruction of the Pluton
and Furor; second, the destruction of the
Teresa, Oquendo and chx{u: and third,
the chase of the Colon, the opening
of the battle, when our fleet began to close
in, the New York was in sight and probably
nearer the east wing of the A n line
than was the Brooklyn. If the New York
was within signal distance, as evid
if heard, would probably show, then there
is no doubt that Admiral Sampson was in

command. During the first of the
engagement the New York and the Brook-
lyn both signalled to close up; but there is

evidence indicating that nelther of these
signals was seen, or, if seen, that they ao-
complished nothing, the closing-up oo-
curring without regard to them and in
obedienice to the general order issued b
the Commander-in-Chief to cover just th
contingency.

SCHLEY HIMSELF QUOTED TO PROVE THE
NEW YORK WAS THERE.

With reference to the position of the
New York in the early part of the battle,
the following extract from Commodore
Schley’s report of July 6, 1808, is pertinent
(Record, pages 1,515-16.):

The torpedo-boat destroyers were destroyed
early in the action, but the smoke was so
dense in their direction that cannot say
to which vessel or vessels the credit belongs.
This doubtiess was better seen from your
flagship. * * * The dense smoke of the
combat shut out from my vlev the Indlana
and the Gloncester, but as tAcse veaseis were
closer to your ﬂaoa/up, no deubt their part in
:40 conflict was under your immediate observa-
won

LIKE CASES OF GRANT AND SHERMAN.

Nobody has ever disputed Grant's title
to the victory at Appomattox, though
then lying sick some miles from the place
of surrender—so far that it was feared
he could not be reached within the period
of armistice. Though Howard was senior
officer present at the capture of Savannah
and Sherman absent on one of Admiral
Dahlgren's gunboats, nobody has ques-
tioned Sherman’s famous report to Linooln:
“I beg to present you, as a Christmas gift,
the city of Savannah,

SOHLEY AOAIN, CREDITING BAMPSON WITH
THE VICTORY.

On this question of command and title

to victory nothing can be more ificant
than Schley's statement in his :gh
of the

of Ju'y 10, 1898, to the Secreta
Navy (Exeoutive Document C, 85th Con-
gress, third session, page 135):

Feel some mortification that the newapaper
accounts of July 8 have attributed victory of
July 4 almost entirely to me. Victory was
secured by the foros under the command
Commander-in-Chief North Atlantio station,
and to him the honor is due

Again, in the twentieth p.rn%ug:\oof
Schley's letter of Dec. 18, 1001, to the re-
tary of the Navy, objecting to the approval
of the findings of the Court of Inquiry,
he justifies the loop on the express ground
that it was made “in the execution of the
standing order to ‘close in.' ® If he went
wrong, his excuse is that he was obeying
orders. But if he was then himself in com-
mard, how happens it that he was exe-
cut ml.'" the orders of somebody else in com-
majgic

Approval of Admiral Doworl expres-
sion of opinion upon the question of com-
mand involves two points:

First, was Commodore Schley in “abso-
lute” command during the battle of July 8?

Secondly--and quite a different propo-
sition—is he “entitled to the credit due”
for that vlmor{‘!

The first point is a purely techniocal one,
where we have the case of & running uht.
covering a distance of about forty
and the question is affected by the naval
practice of reaching distant ships by re-
peating signals

Upon the second point, whether Com-
modore Schley is entitled to the credit
for winning that battle, the testimony from
himself and his own witnesses is so con-

clusive as to leave no doubt .  In the course
of the proceedings before the Court of In-
quiry, every prop raised to support the
contention that Commodore Scliley did |

| anything 1o achieve the victory by issuing

orders as commanding officer of the Ameri-
can fleet was removed. The plain truth
was for the first time revealed that Com-
modore Schiey did not exercise command
on that day over any slup except, 1o some |
exten', his own flagship, the ﬁfuoklyn
As  widespread misapprehension exists
upon this point, sufficient extracts from
the testimony will be guoted to show coti-
clusively the facts as :L

oourt

AR TO THE BIGNALS GIVEN MY SCHLEY

As lias been stated, Admiral Sohley d
not have auything to do with the -l
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veloped before the |

that he is i by the Commodore who is supposed to have

| the testinon

| forved 10 i the Brookiyn s signsl s

S

- .
ow af was @ rder from
the time we arrived on e:ado ?h.

r
Oregon was in that condition: in fact, from
the time we left Rio .?m was cleared com-
g!'omv for action with th n of her
ats, which she left nt Key West

The signal “Clear for action” not having
been made by the Commodore's direction,
but pro forma, onl{ one order is left. That
order was issuad by Commodore Sehley's
express direction, *’ho best testimony on
this point is that of the signal o r of
the Brooklyn, as follows(Record, page,1,038):

The Commodore then came on deck, and I
told him 1 had hoisted “Clear ship for action,
and he said: “Hoist ‘Close up.'*  Wa holist
“Cloge up." We were then headed in towar
the Spanish ships as they were coming out

This signal “Close up,” hoisted at 0:45
ten minutes after the action bmn.rmlnu‘
fiying some time and was some minutes
later seen and repeated b{ the ()roﬂ(on.
It was not seen from any of the other fight-
ing ships, unless, perhaps, the Texas, and
exeroised no influence whatever upon an
vessel of the squadron. As to that, testi-
mot:{ will be ?\uoted later.

Admiral Schley's testimony respecting
the issuance of this signalled order, “Close
up,” is intoresting. After referring to
the signal, “Clear ship for action,” he said
(Record, page, 1,387):

That was followed by “Close up” or “Close
aotion * The Brooklyn as well as the other
vessels of the squadron charged immediately
into the entranece in accordance with the orig-
inal plan of minking them in the entrance or
driving them oshore there

So that this order, the second of the
two signalled from the Brooklyn during
the battle of Santiago to the American
fleet, was really formal also, and was given
in accordance with Sampson's original
plan of battle, which required closing up,
with a view of sinking the Spanish vesasels
in the entrance. Surprising as this is,
it s shown by Admiral Schley's own sworn
testimony, and is corroborated by the time
and circumstances under which the signal
was made. It did not influence other
ships. All the Captains had been advised
of the plan of battle, and all “closed up"”
accordingly, without waiting or looki
for signals from the Brooklyn, and pal
no attention to this signal, which, as above
stated, was not seen, except from the Ore-
gon, and not from that ship until after
all vessels had “closed uF.'

It is even more surprising, but it appears
to be a fact, that Admiral Schley issued
no further fleet order during the progress
of the battle.

The full record of the Brooklyn's signals
made during the action is as follows:

?'M A M —lowa to Brooklyn: “Enemy’s
ships maqlnu i :
035 A M —Brooklyn to fleet: “Enemy’s
ships mn&m..'

930 A. M —Brooklyn to fleet: “Clear for
action "

945 A M —Brooklyn to fleet: “Close u{: ot

1230 P M —Qregon to Brooklyn: “Flag
of strange vessel seen is 1talian )

129, P M —*She was built in ltaly “ (While
chasing the Colon the Oregon fired a number
of shots at her, and we wigwag her where
each one etruck. A number of other unim-
portant nw»a('e- were exchanged )

1:15 P. M —“Colon fired a lee gun and hauled
down her flag ”

OTHER UNIMPORTANT SIGNALS

Ffforts were made by Admiral Schlev's
attorneys during the course of the inquiry
to show that unrecorded orders were sig-
nalled from the Brooklyn to the fleet. Some
officers of the Brooklyn thought they re-
ealled such orders, and Admiral Schley
himself testified to having given several
of them. His testimony is quoted in full
in the appeal, and is misleading, in that
it is not there stated that it was subse-
quently shown that the supposed signals
were not actually made. It is to be expected
that after the lapse of three years the mem-
ory of witnessee, upon points of this charac-
ter, should be uncertain, and in some in-
stanoes it is only by comparing their sev-
eral statements in the light of the cir-
cumstances, and welghing the evidonoe,
|h|Al the uu}h can be rucllned, -

mong these supj signal orders
were the following .Qr. Sears  testified
(Appeal Exhibit A p. 84, Record, page 1,005):

Question by the Court—What orders, it
any, were signalled 1o the squadron by the
Brooklyn from the time the Spanish sguad-
ron appeared. coming out, umtil the Coloa
ran ashore* A T prescri signal was
bent on all the time, viz, that the Spanish
flaet was escaping That wae the first «ig.
nal made  The next signal was, “Clear <hip *
The next signal was to close up [here wae
a signal, 1 think -1 am guite positive 1o the
Oregon to cease 'ring when it wus seen that
the Viccaya was hopelessly out of it

While Mr. Sears “thinks, " indeed savs he
is “'quie positive,” that there was a signal
to the Oregon to oease firing, 1t appears
(1) That no such signal is recorded., (2) That
Lisut MeCauley himself, 1he signal oMoer

| of the Brooklyn, who should have known

of it if there had been such a s J, in re.
sponse 1o direot gquestions on the subject,
developing the whole story of the signale

1
P

(Record , pages | 080=1,048) . 1uade Do mention |

Admiral Schley
wd not refer 1o it
sl peither did

of this one 1o cease firi
himaself, on the stand,
at least not specifically

l Capt. Clark when interrogated on the sub
1. nor did Lieut  Johnston, the smgnsl
oficer of the Oregon  Under these ol

oumstances 1t s safe 1o assiine That wn
unportant signal, not of record, not recalled

ordersd 1t Lhoisted, by the signal oM omt
-ulnplnmd 1o have sent 1t by the signe! o
oer of the ship o which It was addressed,
or by the captuin of that shilp, was never
-l

Another siginl  cooasionally mentioled
from the Brooklyn to the

Oregun s “Follow flag ' This nal ap
wils ot 1o hisve boen giver e signal
lose up”™ was, It sewnis, ¢ milused with,
i the snindde oF ot on 1 f1he w i nenees

A further sigoal referrd 1o e one Trom
the Brookiyn 1o the Oroge ey the 18

| el guns upon the Thie sigie
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| not made, and that, as Capt

| respoct

to claim
Indiana did in that ?

(8) As to the lowa: Admiral lv‘:u
(Record, page 380) was asked: “Under what
o u;"i.&x"’"hmum"'"""a‘i& A
- man-
wmuvre the lowa ,:Inr t mvya‘lmbntlo
of San , July 3, 18987 A. I noever saw
any s from her, Id
in obedience to any signals t
lyn. 1 did not see any signals aboa

or.
That settles the point of command so
far as another battleship is concerned,

the lowa.
4) As to the Texas: The rommndln{
officer of the Texas is not now living, bu
on Lond

from the testimony of officers
that vessel it u"éfm that during the battle
of July 3 the Texas received no orders

from the Brooklyn. On the contrary,
her navigating officer says he saw litt
of the Brook until by the unexpecteil
Ioorr made b vessel the Texas vas
seriously angered, as well as delayed
127 et 80q.), 8O

and (Record,
that, in fact, she was o to nverlg
her engines and stop, in order to avol
collision when the klyn turned away
from the enemy and in tactical opposition
to the other ships of the American fleet.
In the face of this testimony respectin
the Texas, the question is not so mue
one of possible credit to but of possible
censure of Admiral Schley, in connection
with the work of that vessel in the battle

of Santiago. \

The truth is that Admiral Schle
did not during the battle in any way di-
reet or oontrol the splendid ormances
of the Gloucester and the three battleships,
Indiana, lowa and Texas. The officers
in command of these ships neither re-
;‘qh-ed nor cheyed a solitary order from
im,

(6) There remains only the Oregon.
Persistent attempts were made by Ad-
miral Schley's attorneys to show that in
some manner the Oregon at least acted
under his orders durlnf the battle; first,
h{ answering the signal “Close up,” made
at 9:45, and afterward by firing her 18-inch
funn under signalled order from the Brook-
yn, If this could have been established
it would have given some ground for the
contention that Commodore Sohley exer-
cised over this one ship at least the powers
of a fleet commander, and thus did some-
thing to merit the honors of Santiago.
But the attempt, as the testimony to be
quoted below shows, was a failure. It
was not the fact that the Commaodore did
anything, and therefore it could not be

established.

The nnvirti% nfficer of the Oregon,
Lieutenant Commander Reginald F. Nichol-
son, in response to the question, *Do you
remember any signals that were made
to the Oregon?” said (Record, page 1,110):

There wera some signals made by the
Brooklyn. One signal was made from the
Brooklyn which was not to the Oregon, but
which was a general signal, which was made,
1 suppose, about half an hour after the action
commenced, somewhere thereabouts  That
signal was, “Close up." Well, we were clos-
ing up then ourselves

Capt. Clark's memory as to what this
signal was aprnm not to have been per-
feotly olear. He says (Record, page 1,340):

1 thought it was “Follow flag " It may
have been “Close up ” Did you answer?
Was there an snswering signal to the Brook-
lyn, an answering pennant? A, It was an-
swered in the customary way, by the an-
swering pennant, and then we immediately
repeated the signal to the other ships  Show-
g the answering signal was sufficient to
way that we knew and received the signal
We hosted the signal ourselves afterward
Whichever sigual it was, to “Follow flag”
or to “Close up,” we repeated il

The signal officer of the Oregon says he
repeated the Brooklyn's signal, “Close up.”
bhut says nmhini about repeating “Follow
flag.” He “thinks" he caught a glimpse
“for a minute” of a signal, “Follow flag.”
but the signal officer of the Brooklyn, whose
duty it was to know all signals n by
that vessel, doss not mention “Follow flag”
wsa nal made during the battle; and as
there is no record of if, we assume it was
Clark above
intimates, it was confused with “Close up

The apparent confusion ar wl' h
to this signal, *Follow g s
explained by the fact that such a signal
was made by the Brooklyn and made to
the Oregon; but, as the record shows, not
during the battle, but at 420 P. M, after
the surrender u{ the Colon and at the time
when the Brooklyn and the Oregon were
under instructions to go eastward to meet
a supposed Spanish eruiser, which proved
to be an Austrian man-of -war

Again, on re-croms-examination by the
Judge Advocate, Capt  Clark testified
(Record, page 1,5340)

captain, did vou follow the flag o id
yvou follow '?r Npunish vessels’ A Well,
we remsited about in echelon with the Brook-

Jyn throughout the battle on & bow ”“1
quarter line * * * But in a_genera
setse | did follow the fay The Brooklyn

was uhead of us, and being & junior ofMce:
| wan tn g sense complying with the order,
but 1 kneswe | was nof interfared with an the
particwlar way m which | was aftacking the
spaneh shipe

Fhat was the whole matier Capt Clark
was not interfersd with by any orders
from the Brookiyn in the particular wuy
i which he was attacking the Spanish
shilpe

ITHE BATTLE FPOUGHT UNDER SAMPRON &
STANDING ORDENS

Capt Clark himself finally setties the
-.u.o‘um as o whether the O on ' closed
up® in obedience 10 the Brooklyn's signal
of uot, i the followlng question ani atswer
ol pages 1,857, 1,88 of the Record

Y You sa). Laplan it you viosed
dufing the sarly part of the sngsgrmen
In obhedionos 1o whnt arders did sou do that?
A Thot was o standeny vrder an the sy cadics
to stach the vhomy ot onew Hf they ppeosred
wid Lo keep the heads of the ships sive
toward the sntrance as | have stotod bhefor.
Mowever, | wili say st 1 did vt stand
boomediately v obedionce 1o the rdder, L
cane | ahink evarvidy sturind o 1 o
v heth e v Lhe Bipatomra It wa i
Aty o elisck then | recalled 1) of der
. ~r fed pinents intes »t I restivtn b
¢ loching of setisfact,on (Al there wor o
ooder vy o dese W sovident had hing
potmd sy eoliiding » f wuthet shig

Agein. offort was uade 1o show that he
Pk gune of the Tarward turret of the
Cragon . duning e chase of e Lol

wand Just Lefore Lhe surrender of Lhn! s opee
wote Rrodd wnder codere Trom ¢ aintnodore
o liley sl s of ‘b oflowrs of the
Boowskby v though! 1hey 1emalisl & »ighae

F L -~ Bt w0
pth wigtw st e cigin
‘-'Tw whosw duly ¥ war il e @l
e B Al gine Nales el by af
Fhw et ivr war disgronnd f wiagy !
Fark mant s N il iy o
samet btse il mbmw o a B ol
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the close of the battle, must be abandoned
and with it goes the last peg upon which
to hang the pretence of a claim that dur-
ing the battle of Santiago Commodore

ley effectively exercised m( of the fune-
tions of a commander-in-chief.

SCHLEY CONTROLLED HIS OWN BHIP, BUT
NOT THE OTHERN.

The weight of the testimony is to the
effect that the Commodore controlled the
movements of his flagship, the Brooklyn,
well, with the exception of the loop. But
it also shows, not negatively, but affirma-
tively and beyond question, that he did
not control the operations of the fleet in
general on that d‘{'

All this is established not by theoretical
deduction or expert or inexpert opinion,
but by direct, positive, unimpeached and
unimpeachable testimony, given under
oath by the Admiral's *brothers in arms.”
The pages of the Record upon which their
testimony is recorded are above cited.

The plain truth of the matter, therefore,
developed for the first time under the
mmh{ight of this inquiry, ;lt,hou?h quite
incidentally, is that so far as the Glouces-
ter, the lowa, the Indiapa, the Texas and
the Oregon are concernéd, not the stroke
of a propeller blade, mot the touch of a
helm, not the firing of a shot, was done
under the direction or by the orders of
Admiral Schley during this memorable
battle, We have the honor to be, sir, very

respectfully,
SamuiL C. LMLy,
Judge Advoocate, Court of Inquiry.
E. P. HANNA,
Assistant to Judge Advocate.
The President.

GEN, ROE FAVORS DICK BILL.
Says It's a Thoroughly Good Measure
for the Natlonal Guard.

Major-Gen. Charles F. Roe, command-
ing the National Guard of this State, sald
yvesterday that the Dick bill providing
for the uniform equipment of the National
Guard troops and the creation of a reserve
of experienced m.litary men was a measure
that he supported heartily.

“In my opinion,” he said, “the Dick bill
is a good one and on» that should be adopted
by Congress. It provides for the calling
out of the National Guard under the Con-
stitution as it is now called out by the Presi-
dent in time of need, and in so far as it
affects the guard it does no more than
practically to codify the laws as they are
now. The arming of the guard with the
same weapons as those in use in the lleﬁ-
ular army is a reform that will be of benefit
to the organizations throughout the whole
country. The men will be better armed
than they are now, and they will be able Lo
use the same arms in the field without
delay for practice.

“That section of the bill that provides
for the enroliment of men who have seen
servioe in the Volunteer or Regular army
to the number of 100,000 will provide for a
trained force liable to call st any time,
which would be of great value 1o the coun-

iry

“The bill Tro;mm- to make no changes
in the control of the State troops as they are
now constituted, nor in any way to extend

the power of (he national Government
beyond what it possesses already under
the Constitution The control of the troops

will stay whers it s, of course, and all that
the bill seeks 10 do is 1o make the equip-
ment and arms of the varions bodies similar,
and to bring them under one code of gov-
ernment so that they will have the same
training when they are called on, if they
ever ase | am in favor of the bill, and 1
think that it is a thoroughly good messurs
for the troops and for the States ©

FINE FPEATHIERS IN HER TRUNAN,

Polloe Think 1iz70¢ Roth Has  Robbed
Many of Mer Fwployers

Sk waists, lsce pettioosts. silk skirie
handkerchiels wnd towe'y of Nriewt
wuslity strewed the West 183d sireet polioe
station las aght Ihey wore the oonteni s
A & trunk found at the home of Lirete Kotly,
a oulored servant wntll yvesterdasy
morning was employed by Mrs Madge
Beown of 427 Wes! 10600 street o dauglite
of Polive luspmotor Walter T hompe

h Mis Brovn  iniseed
& a watch ane fLinhy whiet valuod
st 10 Bl ! the palios and detect iy we
edyimesd e o dischimrge e servand As
the goirl wae loa g the Louse hey arresiod
(I Planed oside bt porset (hey found
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o Danger Here. ?

Let us talk about our Warm friends

OVERCOATS

for instance, many of our

318 &8 $20 Overcoats
reduced to $15.

330 8 $35 Owvercoats
reduced to $25.

$25 Overcoats reduced to $20,

$18 & $20 Suits reduced to $12,
322 Suits reduced to $ 18,

Wﬁ@ﬁﬁm@@-

4 $ 65
§ Cor. Canal St. . Near Chambers St.

TAMMANY CUSTOMS CARTER?

COLLECTOR THINKS KEAHON'S
BID TOO LOW FOR SAFITY,

Tammany Leader of the Seventh Hid 8 1.2
Cents a Package, Against 10 Cents Bid
by the Present Republican Centracts
or—FEven the Latter a Cut Rate,

The award of the contract for carting

Appralger's Stores packages al 8', cents
a package to Patrick H. Keahon, the Tam-
many leader of the Seventh Assembly
distriet, has stirred up George R. Bidwell,

the Collector. of the Port, who says the
price is too low for good service, The
(ollector has refused to let Keahon qualify
hy filing a bond, and has protested to the
Treasury Department against the award

Keahon held the contract when Collector
Bidwell came into office and there was
a good deal of friction over his handling
of it, John J. Hanson, who is an active
organization Republican, also of the Sev.
enth Assembly distriet, succeedad Kealion
about three years ago. Apparently Kealon
has been watching his chance to get the
contract back ever since. At any rale
the bids that were put in, according to
experts, were so low as to mean actual
los# in carrying out the contract. Han-
son's bid was 10 cenis, which was itself
a cut rate, A man named Duffy bid o
cents and Keahon 8!

It was said yesterday that the average
i« not more than twenty-five package= 1o
a load and that such a load must be hauled
from any part of this Eﬂrt. ineluding docks
in Jersey City and Brooklyn. The con-
tractor must have a full equipment of
horses and trucks- say 100 horses and
fifty trucks. Ten per cent. of the number
of pqckum in each invoice, and more,
if it is deemed desirable, are sent to the
Appraiser's Stores. The average number
handled is about 1800 packages a day

The new contract does not take effect
until March 1. It ix the second contract
that the Treasury Department has awarded
to a Tammany Democrat.  lsaac A. Hopper,
Tammany leader of the Thirty-first Assem-
bly distriet, got one of the contracts upon
the new Custom House Building.

FIGHTS MRS. COHEN'S REBURIAL.

Ancient Hebrew Cougregation Carries It
Religious Scruples Into Court.

Supreme Court Justioe Maddox in Brook-
lyn reserved decision yesterday on a mo-
tion for an order directing the Congregation
Shearith Bnal lsrael of Seventieth street
and Central Park West Yo permit the re-
moval of the body of Mrs. Adela Cohen
from the congregation’s cemetery at Cy-
preas Hills to the Mount Nehoh Cemetery,
The proceedings were begun by Howard
Cohen, the son of the dead woman. His
mother died in February, 1900, and was
buried in the Cypress Hille Cemetery
Daniel 5 Cohen, the father died in April,
1901, and the children bought a plot in

Mount Nebolh Cervetery, where Mr. Cohm
was bunied. The children now want
reinter the bodv of their mother bes

that of her husband

lawyer Nathan of Cardoza & Natha
opposed  the  appliention  He  said
congregation was orthoadox wnd limd 1w
in existence for more thup 250 years and
that there was a deep religious sentin.
among Hebwews that the Lodies of 1}
who died in the faith should not e
urbed after buria He said the congivia
tion hed securedad & bura
Bowery wund
S Veunrs '\l“

“This has

priaaew
Oliver  » Manhautta
T TR relig ) ]
talued n e undisturbed nlogoty i
M Nathau thotgh Lo ' W
to-day over two nall fd

Mr Nethau ssd bt space had
reserved in the cometery at Cypress H
by the side of Mo Codwn f he tnd
her husbaud snd Lt Libs Liod wikd
Lwen placed e
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